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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication, 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 
This office action is in response to amendment filed on 08/09/05. The amendment filed 
on 08/09/05 have been entered and made of record. Therefore, presently pending claims are 1-3, 
5-12, 14-20, 22-31, and 33-35. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 08/09/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive because of following reasons. 

Applicant argued that the office has used hindsight reconstruction in arguing that Ota 
could be modified by Evans so that information could be gathered to charge for services or 
maintain a record of print jobs performed. This is not found persuasive. Although the applicant 
argues that Ota does not disclose a desire to charge users for printing or to maintain a record of 
print jobs, Ota does disclose access control of the printing operation (abstract). Evans discloses 
further the access control that includes quantifying the printing and print media costs (page 1 
paragraph 0003). Therefore the motivation to quantify the printing for cost evaluation purposes 
is provided by the Evans reference. 

The examiner asserts that Evans and Ota do teach or suggest the subject matter broadly 
recited in independent Claims 1, 12, 19, 27, and 28. Dependent Claims 2-3, 5-11, 14-18, 20, 22- 
26, 29-31, 33, and 35 are also rejected at least by virtue of their dependency on independent 
claims and by other reason set forth in this office action. Accordingly, rejections for claims 1-3, 
5-12, 14-20, 22-31, and 33-35 are respectfully maintained. 

-V 

* i 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ota et 
al. (6,163,383) in view of Evans (200201 13995 Al). 

In reference to claims 1 and 12, Ota discloses a printing process and system that 
comprises a printer configured to print upon print media (column 4 lines 36-38); and a print 
server associated with the printer and configured to monitor one or more variables or parameters 
associated with the security of the printer (column 4 lines 39-43). 

Although Ota discloses a server system that monitors the jobs received from the client to 
verify the user information, Ota does not teach that the server is a printer monitor wherein at 
least one of the variables or parameters is associated with I/O activities of data that is to be or has 
been printed on the printer. 

Evans discloses print job that are to be printed on printer 14, wherein printer monitor 12 
monitors the IO of print jobs detected and records them in database 26 (Fig. 1). The applicant 
does not disclose the definition of a printer monitor; therefore a printer monitor is a device that 
monitors (oversees) the jobs that are printed by the printer; therefore printer monitor in Evans is 
Fig. 1 part 12. 



Application/Control Number: 09/874, 1 94 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2135 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the monitor as in Evans in the system of Ota. One of ordinary skill in the 
art would have been motivated to do this because the information gathered can be used to charge 
for services or to maintain a record of the print jobs performed (Evans page 1 paragraph 0003). 

Claims 2-11 and 13-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ota in view of Evans and further in view of Hines (2002/003 1225 Al) 

In reference to claim 19, Ota discloses a printing process and system that comprises a 
printer server one or more variables or parameters associated with the security of a printer 
(column 4 lines 39-43). 

Although Ota discloses a server system that monitors the jobs received from the client to 
verify the user information, Ota does not teach that the server is a client monitor. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the server as a monitor for security information. One of ordinary skill in the 
art would have been motivated to do this because all the client computers must use the server to 
print and send the user information to the job controlling unit and their performs the function of a 
monitoring system. 

Although Ota discloses a server system that monitors the jobs received from the client to 
verify the user information, Ota does not teach that the server is a printer monitor wherein at 
least one of the variables or parameters is associated with I/O activities of data that is to be or has 
been printed on the printer. 
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Evans discloses print job that are to be printed on printer 14, wherein printer monitor 12 
monitors the 10 of print jobs detected and records them in database 26 (Fig. 1). The applicant 
does not disclose the definition of a printer monitor; therefore a printer monitor is a device that 
monitors (oversees) the jobs that are printed by the printer; therefore printer monitor in Evans is 
Fig. 1 part 12. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to] a person of ordinary 

skill in the art to use the monitor as in Evans in the system of Ota. One of 'ordinary skill in the 

i 

art would have been motivated to do this because the information gathered can be used to charge 
for services or to maintain a record of the print jobs performed. 

Although Ota discloses user -verification, and therefore determining if the user access is 
allowed (Fig. 8), Ota does not disclose generating a notification if it appears likely that there has 
been a security breach after the user verification. 

Hines discloses a system for providing and authenticating a personal identification 
(abstract). Hines further discloses generating a notification if it appears likely that there has been 
a security breach (page 3 paragraph 0029). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to notify personnel when there is a security breach as in the system of Hines if the 
user verification fails in the system of Ota. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to do this because this would allow for appropriate action to be taken. 

In reference to claims 2 and 31, Although Ota discloses user verification, and therefore 
determining if the user access is allowed (Fig. 8), Ota does not disclose generating a notification 
if it appears likely that there has been a security breach after the user verification. 



Application/Control Number: 09/874, 1 94 Page 6 

Ait Unit: 2135 

Hines discloses a system for providing and authenticating a personal identification 
(abstract). Hines further discloses generating a notification if it appears likely that there has been 
a security breach (page 3 paragraph 0029). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to notify personnel if the user verification fails. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to do this because this would allow for appropriate action to be 
taken. 

In reference to claims 27 and 28, Ota discloses a printing process and system providing 
multiple printers in an organization (Fig. 2); linking the printers together via an organization 
network (Fig. 2); monitoring activities of the multiple printers; determining whether one or more 
printer activities meets one or more usage profiles associated with each of the printers, the usage 
profiles being associated with the security of each associated printer; 

Hines discloses a system for providing and authenticating a personal identification (abstract). 
Hines further discloses generating a notification if it appears likely that there has been a security 
breach (page 3 paragraph 0029). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to notify personnel if the user verification fails. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to do this because this would allow for appropriate action to be 
taken. 

In reference to claims 3, 16, and 20, wherein the one or more variables or parameters are 
associated with the security of documents that are printed on the printer (column 5 lines 29-38). 
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In reference to claims 4, 13, 21, and 33, wherein the one or more variables or parameters 
are associated with I/O activities (column 4 lines 39-47). 

In reference to claims 5, 14, and 22, wherein the one or more variables or parameters are 
associated with memory usage activities (part 15 Fig. 2). 

In reference to claims 6-7, 23-24, and 34, wherein the one or more variables or 
parameters are associated with data ratios pertaining to an amount of data transmitted by the 
printer versus an amount of data received by the printer. 

Although Ota discloses a system wherein a printer server controls the print job 
undertaken by the networked printers, Ota does not expressly disclose parameters associated 
with data ratios. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use ratios pertaining to an amount of data transmitted by the printer versus an 
amount of data received by the printer. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to do this because this would prevent all the data being sent to one printer. 

In reference to claims 8, 18, 26, and 30 wherein the printer monitor is external to the 
printer (Fig. 2). 

In reference to claims 9, 17, 25, and 29, wherein the printer monitor is internal to the 

printer. 

Ota does not disclose a monitor that is internal to the printer, however at the time the 
invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to run the 
server in the printer. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this 
because a server is software that can run on a device with a processor. 



■v 

i 
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In reference to claim 10, wherein the printer monitor comprises an applet running in the 
printer's runtime environment. 

Ota does not disclose a system wherein the printer monitor comprises an applet running 
in the printer's runtime environment. 

However at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to produce the server software in Java and run it as an applet in the 
printer's runtime environment. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do 
this because applets can be ported easily to many environments. 

In reference to claims 11 and 32, wherein the printer monitor is configured to monitor 
multiple different applications on the printer (Fig. 2). 

In reference to claim 15, wherein the one or more usage profiles are associated with the 
security of the printer (column 3 lines 40-67). 

In reference to claim 35 further comprising a network linking the printers together (Fig. 

2). 

Conclusion | 
THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
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CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paula W. Klimach whose telephone number is (571) 272-3854, 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon to Thr 9:30 a.m to 5:30 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on (571) 272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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